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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

This communication is responsive to tine amendment filed 10/17/2005, 
Claims 1-5, 7-12, 21, 24-29, 31-36. 45, 48-53, 55-60, 69, and 72-78 are pending 
in this application. Claims 1,21, 25, 45, 49, and 69 are independent claims. In the 
amendment filed 10/17/2005, Claims 1, 21, 25, 45, 49, and 69 were amended and 
claims 73-78 were added as new. This action is made Non-Final. 

The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co,, 383 U.S. 1 , 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 
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Claims 1, 2, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11. 12, 25, 26, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36, 
49, 50, 52, 53, 54, 55, 56, 57, 58, 59 and 60 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Raff (US 6785868) in view of Barnett et al. (US 6369840). 

In regards to claim 1 , Raff teaches a method for accessing calendar information 
of users in a database for presentation by a personal information manager, comprising: 
maintaining scheduled event records for users within the database, including a given 
user (i.e. "A method and system for synchronizing and using calendar information from 
a shared database." Abstract); maintaining information for the given user on shadowed 
events for a tracked entity that are part of the tracked entity's scheduled event records, 
wherein the tracked entity was selected by the given user (i.e. Figure 15 and Figure 
16); providing from the database scheduled event records for the given user and 
information on shadowed events of at least one tracked entity, wherein the scheduled 
event records of the given user are capable of being scheduled at calendar times that 
overlap with scheduled shadowed events for the at least one tracked entity (i.e. Figure 
15 and Figure 17); and displaying information on the provided scheduled event records 
and shadowed events for a time period in response to displaying the given user's 
scheduled event records (i.e. Figure 15 and Figure 17). 

Raff does not specifically teach receiving selection from the given user to add a 
selected shadowed event to the given user's scheduled event record; and adding the 
tracked entity's scheduled event record comprising the selected shadowed event to the 
given user's scheduled event records in the database, wherein the scheduled event 
record from the tracked entity added to the given user's scheduled event records are 
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displayed as part of the given user's scheduled event. Barnett teaches, "In one 
embodiment, the Favorite Events screen also contains event categories representing 
shared group calendars of other users. Thus, users can create personal or work- 
related group calendars which can be shared and subscribed to as are public 
calendars. Such group calendars are listed as additional buttons 802, allowing the 
user to select or de-select individual group calendars are view associated events as 
desired, "layered" on top of other displayed events in screen 315." (Column 1 1 , Line 
56) and "A checkbox 904 is provided for each event 903. The user can add an event 
903 to his or her personal calendar by clicking on the associated check-box 904 and 
clicking on button 807. Other mechanisms may be provided for adding individual 
events, or groups of events to the user's personal calendar." (Column 12, Line 8). It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
modify Raff with the teachings of Barnett and include a system wherein a user is able 
to add events from other calendars with the motivation to provide an easy way to 
inform the user of events that may be of interest (Barnett, Column 1 , Line 57). 

In regards to claim 2, Raff teaches all the limitations of claim 1 . Raff further 
teaches a method of claim 1 , comprising: displaying information on the shadowed 
events in a different manner than information on the scheduled event records for the 
time period is displayed (i.e. Figure 17). 

In regards to claim 4, Raff teaches all the limitations of claim 1 . Raff further 
teaches the method wherein information on the shadowed events and scheduled event 
records are displayed in different calendar panel views (i.e. Figure 16, Element 615). 
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In regards to claim 5, Raff teaches all the limitations of claim 1 . Raff further 
teaches the method comprising displaying further information on the shadowed event in 
response to user selection of the shadowed event (i.e. Figure 16, Element 615). 

In regards to claim 7, Raff teaches all the limitations of claim 1 . Raff further 
teaches the method further comprising displaying the information on the selected 
shadowed event as a scheduled event record (i.e. Figure 17). 

In regards to claim 8, Raff teaches all the limitations of claim 1 . Raff further 
teaches the method if the selected shadowed event is scheduled for a calendar time 
overlapping a calendar time of a scheduled event record, then overriding the scheduled 
event record for the overlapping time period with the selected shadowed event (i.e. 
Figure 17, the shadowed entries are listed under the specific time). 

In regards to claim 12, Raff and Tognazzini teach all the limitations of claim 1. 
Raff further teaches a method for maintaining a list of users in the database for which 
scheduled event records are maintained (i.e. Figure 15); and providing one shadowed 
event to each user in the list, wherein information on the provided shadowed event is 
displayed by each user on the list when displaying the user information on the 
scheduled event records and scheduled events (i.e. Figure 17). 

In regards to claim 9, Raff teaches.all the limitations of claim 1 . Raff does not 
teach a method wherein the scheduled shadowed event is an event for which payment 
must be received in order to attend the scheduled shadowed event. Barnett teaches, 
"In another embodiment, a link may be provided for making a purchase associated with 
a particular event. For example, if the event is a concert, a link to an on-line ticketing 
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service maybe provided, for purchasing tickets to the concert. The link can be targeted 
to a particular event within an electronic commerce site that sells tickets, so that the 
user need not re-enter the particulars of the event in order to purchase tickets." Column 
14, Line 13). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to modify Raff with the teachings of Barnett and include a method to pay 
for specific events with the motivation to provide the user with a convenient method of 
paying for events using a calendar system. 

In regards to claim 10, Raff and Barnett teach all the limitations of claim 9. Raff 
does not teach a method for displaying information enabling the user to selectively 
submit payment in order to attend the scheduled shadowed event. Barnett teaches, "In 
another embodiment, a link may be provided for making a purchase associated with a 
particular event. For example, if the event is a concert, a link to an on-line ticketing 
service maybe provided, for purchasing tickets to the concert. The link can be targeted 
to a particular event within an electronic commerce site that sells tickets, so that the 
user need not re-enter the particulars of the event in order to purchase tickets." Column 
14, Line 13). 

In regards to claim 1 1 , Raff and Barnett teach all the limitations of claim 9. Raff 
further teaches a method wherein the shadowed event is a member of the set of events 
comprising: a theatrical production; movie; sporting event; entertainment; and public 
speaking engagement (i.e. Figure 18). 

Claims 25, 26, 28, 29, 31, 32, and 36 are in similar scope to claims 1, 2, 4, 5, 7, 
8, and 12 respectively; therefore they are rejected under similar rationale. 
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Claims 49, 50, 52, 53, 55, 56, and 60 are in similar scope to claims 1, 2, 4, 5, 7, 
8, and 12 respectively; therefore they are rejected under similar rationale. 

Claims 33, 34, and 35 are in similar context to claims 9, 10, and 11 respectively; 
therefore they are rejected under similar rationale. 

Claims 57, 58, and 59 are in similar context to claims 9, 10, and 11 respectively; 
therefore they are rejected under similar rationale. 

Claim Rejections - 35 (JSC § 103 

Claims 3, 27, and 51 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Raff (US 6785868) in view of Coleman et al. (US 6262732). 

In regards to claim 3, Raff teaches all the limitations of claim 2. Raff further 
teaches that information on the scheduled events are displayed as solid text. Raff does 
not teach a method wherein the information on the shadowed events is displayed as 
transparent text. Coleman teaches, "A "transparent note" such as annotation 318 may 
[be] added by clicking on button 308a. The annotation is contained within a transparent 
rectangular area which may be defined by clicking on image 312 to specify the upper- 
left corner of the rectangle and using a keyboard to enter desired text. Because of the 
transparent nature of this rectangular area, underlying features on page image 312 are 
visible." Column 8, Line 31 ). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the invention to modify Raff with the teachings of Coleman and include 
transparent text with the motivation to provide the user with more information on a 
limited display. 
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Claim 27 is in similar context to claim 3; therefore it is rejected under similar 
rationale. 

Claim 51 is in similar context to claim 3; therefore it is rejected under similar 
rationale. 

Claims 21, 24, 45, 48, 69, and 72 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Raff (US 6785868) in view of Moon et al. (US 6064975). 

In regards to claim 21 , Raff teaches a method for implementing a personal 
information manager in an electronic calendar device for given user, comprising: 
displaying scheduled records for a designated time period of the given user in the 
electronic calendar (i.e. Figures 15, 16 and 17); providing scheduled event records for 
the given user and information on shadowed events of at least one tracked person that 
are part of the at least one tracked person's scheduled event records, wherein the at 
least one tracked person was selected by the given user, wherein the scheduled event 
records are capable of being scheduled at calendar times that overlap with scheduled 
shadowed events for the at least one tracked person (i.e. Figures 15 and17); and 
displaying information on the provided scheduled event records and shadowed events 
for a time period (i.e. Figure 17). 

Raff does not teach a method for displaying location information providing a 
current location of at least one tracked person provided by an electronic device with the 
tracked person transmitting location information. Moon teaches, "Home control button 
77 is activated to indicate that location for which portable intelligent communications 
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device 10 has been set as the home base of operation, Location control button 79 is 
activated to indicate the current location of portable intelligent communications device 
10, and Context control button 81 is activated to indicate the location of a party with 
whom portable intelligent communications device 10 is having either a current 
conversation, if applicable, or the location of a party with whom portable intelligent 
communications device 10 most recently had a conversation (the term "conversation" 
including but not limited to voice, data, and white board communication)." (Column 5, 
Line 29). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Raff with the teachings of Moon and include a method of tracking 
users with the motivation to provide the user with more precise information about the 
location of the user. 

In regards to claim 24, Raff and Moon teach all the limitations of claim 21 . Raff 
does not teach a method wherein displaying information on the shadowed events 
further comprises displaying contact information to enable the user to contact the 
tracked entity using communication capabilities of the electronic calendar device. Moon 
teaches, "Home control button 77 is activated to indicate that location for which portable 
intelligent communications device 10 has been set as the home base of operation, 
Location control button 79 is activated to indicate the current location of portable 
intelligent communications device 10, and Context control button 81 is activated to 
indicate the location of a party with whom portable intelligent communications device 10 
is having either a current conversation, if applicable, or the location of a party with 
whom portable intelligent communications device 10 most recently had a conversation 
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(the term "conversation" including but not limited to voice, data, and white board 
communication)." (Column 5, Line 29). 

Claims 45 and 48 are in similar rationale to claims 21 and 24; therefore they are 
rejected under similar rationale. 

Claims 69 and 72 are in similar rationale to claims 21 and 24; therefore they are 
rejected under similar rationale. 

Claims 73, 75, and 77 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Raff (US 6785868) in view of Tognazzini (US 5790974). 

In regards to claim 73, Raff teaches all the limitations of claim 1 . Raff further 
teaches a method wherein a conflict signal is not generated if at least one shadowed 
event record and scheduled event record for which the information Is displayed are 
scheduled for overlapping calendar times (i.e. Figure 17, if there are overlapping events 
for the same time slot, the entries are just listed one after the other as illustrated in 
Figure 17). Raff does not teach a method wherein a conflict signal is generated if 
scheduled event records for one user are scheduled for overlapping calendar times . 
Tognazzini teaches, "FIG. 4C is a flow diagram showing the conflict resolution 
procedure executed by the agent 16b. The agent 16b prompts the user in step 240 
whether an alternate travel route is desired. If the user does not wish an alternate 
route, the agent 16b then prompts the user in step 242 whether the personal calendar 
stored in the calendar memory 30b should be modified." Column 14, Line 1). It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify 
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Raff with the teachings of Tognazzini and include a method to notify a user of conflicting 
events with the motivation to provide the user a convenient method of altering the 
schedule incase there is a conflict. 

Claims 75 and 77 are in the same context as claim 73; therefore they are 
rejected under similar rationale. 

Claims 74, 76, and 78 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Raff (US 6785868) in view of view of Moon et al. (US 6064975) in 
further view of Tognazzini (US 5790974). 

In regards to claim 74, Raff teaches all the limitations of claim 1 . Raff further 
teaches a method wherein a conflict signal is not generated if at least one shadowed 
event record and scheduled event record for which the information is displayed are 
scheduled for overlapping calendar times (i.e. Figure 17, if there are overlapping events 
for the same time slot, the entries are just listed one after the other as illustrated in 
Figure 17). Raff does not teach a method wherein a conflict signal is generated if 
scheduled event records for one user are scheduled for overlapping calendar times . 
Tognazzini teaches, "FIG. 4C is a flow diagram showing the conflict resolution 
procedure executed by the agent 16b. The agent 16b prompts the user in step 240 
whether an alternate travel route is desired. If the user does not wish an alternate 
route, the agent 16b then prompts the user in step 242 whether the personal calendar 
stored in the calendar memory 30b should be modified." Column 14, Line 1). It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify 
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Raff with the teachings of Tognazzini and include a method to notify a user of conflicting 
events with the motivation to provide the user a convenient method of altering the 
schedule incase there is a conflict. 

Claims 76 and 78 are in the same context as claim 74; therefore they are 
rejected under similar rationale. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 10/17/2005 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

The applicant argues: 

a. Raff teaches away from adding a selected shadowed event to the given 
user's scheduled events. 

b. There is no teaching in Barnett that a scheduled event is an event for 
which payment must be received and Raff teaches away because the only events that 
are shown are calendar events from other users. 

c. Moon does not teach or suggest the claim requirements of displaying 
location information on a tracked person whose shadowed events are displayed with the 
scheduled events of the user. 

d. There is no motivation to combine Raff and Moon. 
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In regards to argument (a), the Examiner disagrees. The Applicant points out 
passages that illustrate that a user cannot edit the schedules of other users. However 
editing the schedules of other users is not part of the claim limitations. The claim 
limitations deal with a "given user". In Raff the "given user'' is the default, and it is clear 
in Raff that a user can edit their own schedule. 

In regards to argument (b), the Examiner disagrees. Barnett teaches, "In another 
embodiment, a link may be provided for making a purchase associated with a particular 
event. For example, if the event is a concert, a link to an on-line ticketing service 
maybe provided, for purchasing tickets to the concert. The link can be targeted to 
a particular event within an electronic commerce site that sells tickets, so that the user 
need not re-enter the particulars of the event in order to purchase tickets." Column 14, 
Line 13). If the user does not buy a ticket, he cannot attend the event; therefore 
payment must be received. Raff does not teach away because a user might also want 
to attend an event that another user is scheduled for. 

In regards to argument (c), the Examiner disagrees. The Examiner uses the 
Moon reference to solely teach, "a method for displaying location information providing 
a current location of the tracked person provided by an electronic device with the 
tracked person transmitting location information" and not "displaying location information 
on a tracked person whose shadowed events are displayed with the scheduled events 
of the user" as stated by the applicant. The combination of Raff and Moon teaches 
displaying location information on a tracked person whose shadowed events are 
displayed with the scheduled events of the user. One cannot show nonobviousness by 
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attacking references individually where the rejections are based on combinations of 
references. See In re Keller, 642 F.2d 413, 208 USPQ 871 (CCPA 1981); In re Merck & 
Co., 800 F.2d 1091, 231 USPQ 375 (Fed. Cir. 1986). 

In regards to argument (d), the examiner recognizes that obviousness can only 
be established by combining or modifying the teachings of the prior art to produce the 
claimed invention where there is some teaching, suggestion, or motivation to do so 
found either in the references themselves or in the knowledge generally available to one 
of ordinary skill in the art. See In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071, 5 USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 
1988)and In re Jones, 958 F.2d 347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. Cir. 1992). In this case, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, a computer programmer, at 
the time of the invention to modify Raff with the teachings of Moon and include a 
method of tracking users with the motivation to provide the user with precise information 
about the location of other users. 



Inquiry 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Boris Pesin whose telephone number is (571) 272-4070. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday except every other Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner^s 
supervisor, Kristine Kincaid can be reached on (571) 272-4063. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



